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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the communication filed on April 13, 2007. 

• Claims 9-12 have been amended. 

• Claims 1-12 are pending and have been examined. 

Previous objections and rejections not included in this office action have been 
withdrawn. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted was filed on 02/28/2007. 
The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, maciiine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention Is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. On page 6 of the specification, it states that 
computer readable media includes "transmission media such as digital, analog, and 
wireless communication links". Such media would include electromagnetic waves or 
signals (i.e. energy), which constitutes nonstatutory matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Crain (US 4,962,473) in view of Monroe et al. (US 2002/0097322). 
Claim 1 

As per claim 1, Crain teaches a monitoring system comprising: a plurality of 
sensor elements for distribution at a location (in abstract, "... A first 
subdivision is a security and control subsystem which operates 
to monitor and control sensors and actuators associated with an 
intrusion detection system" in view of figure 2), a plurality of cameras for 
capturing video data of the location (in column 6 lines 12-20, "As seen from fig. 
2, the video switch and control circuit 39 which is associated 
with the environment and security processor 35 accepts input 
from video sources such as surveillance cameras, video tape 
recorders, computer generated displays and other video sources. 
As one can understand, in a large facility which is being 
monitored there may be video cameras distributed throughout the 
facility" in view of figure 2 and in abstract), a display unit for displaying a 
graphical representation of a network of the sensor elements throughout the 
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location and a video stream from any one of the cameras (in column 12 lines 21-30 
in view of figures 2 and 4, and in column 5 lines 34-39), a navigation unit for 
navigating through the network of sensor elements displayed by the display unit (in 
column 11 lines 24-28 and in column 17 lines 46-51 in view of figure 11), and a 
processing unit for selecting one of the cameras as the source of the video 
stream (in column 6 lines 50-57, The control and switching of the 
surveillance video is centralized and completely under the 
control of the ESP 35 [or environment and security processor] to improve 
security and to simplify manual operations in the event of 
computer f ailure" in view of column 12 lines 24-27, "This includes switches 
to select specific views and camera controls 75 which switches 
or controls are mounted beneath the display 64"), but Grain does not 
specifically teach selecting one of the cameras as the source of the video stream based 
on a current navigation position in the network of sensor elements. 

However, Monroe teaches the above limitation (in paragraphs 19, 21, 22, and 25 
on page 2 in view of figure 3, the user navigates the network of sensors through a map 
and upon selecting a particular sensor/navigation position among the network of 
sensors, the associated video stream will be displayed). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of Grain to include the video display 
based on a current navigation position of Monroe to allow the user to quickly and easily 
select a particular camera to view and relate its position in the location that is being 
monitored, thereby enhancing the surveillance capability of the user. 
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Claim 2 

As per claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Grain further teaches 
a plurality of actuator elements for distribution at the location (in abstract, "... a 
first subdivision is a security and control subsystem which 
operates to monitor and control sensors and actuators associated 
with an intrusion detection system" In view of figure 2), the display unit 
displaying a graphical representation of a network of the sensor and actuator 
elements (in column 18 lines 63-68 and column 19 lines 1-3), the navigation unit 
enabling navigation through the network of sensor and actuator elements (in 
column 1 1 lines 24-28, "As indicated above, the display 63 interfaces 
with the user interface computer 66 and allows the use of the 
window control pad 82, the mouse 68, the text numeric keyboard 
69 and the dialing function select pad 90" and in column 17 lines 46-51 
in view of figure 11), and a control unit for controlling the actuator elements 
through user input in response to information obtained from the graphical 
representation and the video stream (in column 8 lines 18-21, Craine uses a control 
unit, graphical representation and sun/eillance video in conjunction to access and 
control his system, allowing the user to control actuators through user input methods 
disclosed in column 17 lines 46-51 and in column 9 lines 14-18). 



Claim 4 
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As per claim 4, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Grain further teaches 
the control unit updating configuration data associated with the network of 
sensors and actuators in response to the user input (in column 17 lines 46-51 in 
view of figures 1 1 and 5b, the user is able to enable, disable, or test sensors and 
actuators, which inherently requires updating configuration data associated with them). 

Claims 5. 6. and 8 

Claims 5, 6, and 8 are the method claims corresponding to the system claims 1, 
2, and 4 respectively, and are rejected under the same reasons set forth in connection 
with the rejection of claims 1 , 2, and 4. 

Claims 9. 10. and 12 

Claims 9, 10, and 12 are the computer readable medium claims corresponding to 
the system claims 1 , 2, and 4 respectively, and are rejected under the same reasons set 
forth in connection with the rejection of claims 1 , 2, and 4. 

5. Claims 3, 7, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Crain (US 4,962,473) in view of Monroe et al. (US 2002/0097322). as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Jacoby (US 5768552). 
Claim 3 

As per claim 3, Crain and Monroe teach the monitoring system of claim 1 (see 
rejection of claim 1) and Crain further teaches the processing unit overlaying an 
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element over the video stream (in column 6 lines 9-12, for example, adding a title), 
but does not specifically teach a frame boundary corresponding to a displayed 
frame of a graphical representation. However, Jacoby teaches the above limitation 
(in column 8 lines 51-64; a rectangle corresponding to a displayed frame is overlaid on 
another view). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the system of Grain and Monroe to include the frame 
boundary element of Jacoby to provide the user with an Indication of the contextual 
relationship between different views, where one view contains the other. 

Claim 7 

Claim 7 is the method claim corresponding to the system claim 3, and is rejected 
under the same reasons set forth in connection with the rejection of claim 3. 

Claim 1 1 

Claim 11 is the computer readable medium claim corresponding to the system 
claim 3, and is rejected under the same reasons set forth in connection with the 
rejection of claim 3. 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments filed 04/13/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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7. Applicant amended claims 9-12 to recite a "computer readable medium" to 
overcome rejection under 35 U.S.C. 101. However, page 6 of the specification states 
that the computer readable medium includes transmission medium such as digital, 
analog, and wireless communication links, in other words, electromagnetic signals, 
which are not statutory. As such, the claims remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101. It is 
suggested that applicant replace "computer readable media" with "machine readable 
storage media", which is also discussed on page 6 of the specification. 

8. Applicant argues in substance that Grain, Monroe, and Jacoby, individually and 
combined, do not specifically teach "navigating through a displayed network of sensor 
elements, selecting one of the cameras at the location as the source of a video stream 
based on a current navigation position in the network of sensor elements and displaying 
the video stream". However, examiner respectfully disagrees. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

In response to applicant's arguments against the combined references. Grain 
teaches displaying a map of a network of sensors throughout a location, but does not 
specifically teach selecting one of the cameras as the source of the video stream based 
on a current navigation position in the network of sensor elements. Instead, as noted by 
applicant, the selection of the video stream source is operated through camera view 
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selection switclies. However, Monroe teaches tlie feature that "When a user wishes to 
view an area of the facility [i.e. display the video stream], the user identifies the camera 
that provides a view of that area of the facility [through a map of the facility], and selects 
the identified camera by double clicking on the associated camera icon in the map of 
the facility" (noted by applicant). Applicant argues that "merely positioning a cursor over 
the associated camera icon does not result in the display of the video stream generated 
by the identified camera in the video window", but "a current navigation position" does 
not necessitate that limitation. Furthermore, that limitation is not claimed or described in 
the specification. In order for the user to double click an icon, the cursor must be placed 
over the icon, making that the current navigation position. The examiner recognizes 
that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of 
the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, 
or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071. 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would 
have immediately seen the benefit of modifying the system of Grain to include the video 
display based on a current navigation position of Monroe. By integrating the selection 
of video method of Monroe into the map and video display of Grain, it would allow the 
user to quickly and easily select a particular camera to view and relate its position in the 
location that is being monitored, thereby enhancing the surveillance capability of the 
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user. As such, the combination of references teaches the claimed invention, and the 
rejection stands. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William Wong whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1399. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 EST with every other 
Friday 7:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




/William Wong/ 
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